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OBSERVATIONS on the 
Cas of the PROTESTANT 
DisSENTERs, Sc. 


HERE can be no doubt— that, 
as this caſe was not the work of 
any one man, but was drawn up 
by the joint concurrence of the 
„ a ableſt men among the diſſenters and 
— chceir advocates ; ſo it was deſign'd 

S— to contain the whole ſubſtance of 
what can be ſaid for the repeal or explanation of 
the Corporation and Teſt Acts. I ſhall therefore 
take the liberty to give an anſwer to it, in as plain, | 
as full, and as clear a manner, and in as few words, 
as I poſſibly can. Bey 

The one half or more of this caſe is taken up 
in explaining what no man denies ——** That 
« theſe Acts were originally levell'd againſt the 
<« papiſts, and not to prevent any dangers, which 
| A 2 « could 


XK e tw — * 


4 writers) when the Teſt Act 


1 
4%ſ could happen to the Church or nation from apy 


« diſſenters . 
From whence this argument is n Th 
<< becduſe thoſe acts were made wholly 


<. P 
« clude e 
other reafoning can be built 
but that the 
were paſsd, judged the greateſt danger to the 
Church and State to proceed from papiſts being 
admitted into offices f truſt and power. 

« The circumſtances of time, (ſay the caſe- 
aſſed, are Ra 


Redof 


upon this conceſſion, 


te remarkable. The king was ſu 
<« himſelf, and the —＋ of York his ſucceſſor 
« declared- himſelf of chat religion. The _ 
avs had been ſaſpended in oppoſition to acts of 
„ parliament," by ehe royal proclamation, purely 
« in favour of papiſts; and a war was to 
«« deſtroy the only proteſtant ſtate, by which Eng- 
* jand cold reaſonably expect to be ſupported in 
& defence of her religion and liberties. So that 
<< the minds of all good men were under the ut · 
* moſt fear and conſternation on theſe accounts 3 
<« and accordingly the deſign of the act was, as 
sche preamble declares to quiet the minds of 
<« his majeſty's good ſubjects, by preventing dan- 
gers, Which 2 happen from popiſn recu- 


2 fants;” 


What follows now from hence That that par- 
Matbent was of opinion, that no danger could, at 
any time hereafter, happen to Church or ſtate from 
ng diflenters into offices-of truft-and power? 

no ſuch vonſequence can poſſibly be dran. The 
arfiamert then was of opinion, that the. danger 
trom admitting papiſts into offices was ſo great, 
chat it call'd for an immediate remedy 3 and 
therefore 


4 


iſts, therefore there can be no reaſon Wer- 
liffenters from civil offices.” Whereas no 


parliamert, at che time thoſe acts 


1 
to exclude papiſts from offices. ig 2502 
But this is no manner of proof, that the very 
ſame men did not think that it might be dan- 
gerous hereafter to admit diſſenters into offices 
or, that it was highly abſurd and unreaſonable to 
but power and truſt into the hands of any perſons, 
bot ſuch as were members of the eſtabliſhed 
e ä | 
But what relation has it to the preſent diſpute— 

what the opinion of that parliament was concern- 
ing the right or the ſafety of admitting diſſenters 
into civil offices, even if they had declared their 
opinion, which they did not, as there: was at that 
time no occaſion for it? or what relation has it to the 
preſent diſpute—that any ſubſequent parliament (ſup- 
poſing that to be the caſe) did declare their opi- 
nion, that it was both right and ſafe to admit dif- 
ſenters into civil offices? 

When the diſſenters, or their advocates, are 

in mind . That a toleration was all; that the 


anſwer is That the queſtion is not, about 
de what was aſk'd or defir'd by the diſſenters at 
'« that time; but, is the thing now deſir'd right or 
ve ee“ | os 
If then it be no reaſon to conelude that, be- 
cauſe it was the opinion pf the diſſenters, - at the 
fevolution (ſuppoſing that to be the caſe) that they 
neither could, nor ought, in the reaſon of the 
thing, to aſk any more, than a toleration; therefore 
they had no right to aſk any more. 
B y a parity of reaſoning, it cannot be concluded 
-—that,' becauſe it was the opinion of any former 
7 Wes (ſuppoſing that ſome former parliament 
d declared themſelves of that opinion) that dif- 


fore 


| theretore they the ght themſelves chiefly concert d 


diſſenters aſk*d. or deſir'd, at the revolution. Their 


ſenters ought not to be excluded civil offices; there- 
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fore all future parliaments ought to be determined 
by the opinion of that parliament. 
Authority is equally binding in both caſes, or it 
is not obligatory in either. If the preſent parlia- 
ment ought to be concluded by what was done by 
the parliament, who paſſed thoſe acts; upon a ſup- 
poſition, that becauſe that parliament did not ex- 
preſly exclude diſſenters from civil offices, there- 
fore it was their opinion, that they ought not to 
be excluded; the ſame reaſoning holds good, that 
the diſſenters of this age ought to be concluded by - 
what was done by the diſſenters at the time of the 
revolution; upon a ſuppoſition, that becauſe they 
aſk'd no more than a toleration, therefore it was 
their opinion that they had a right to aſk no 
more. | 

Setting aſide therefore all arguments of this kind, 
drawn from precedents, or the opinion of any 
bodies of men in former times; which, in truth, 
conclude. no farther, than they are applicable to the 
circumſtances of the preſent times, or are reaſonable 
and right in the nature of things ; and which theſe 
caſe-writers, or their coadjutors, can ſee and 
urge when it ſerves their own purpoſe, but wiſely. 
paſs over when it makes . againſt them. Setting 
aſide all this, I join iſſue with theſe advocates for 
the diſſenters, that the only proper queſtion is — 
Ig the thing deſir'd, right or wrong ?” and ac- 
cordingly I ſhall confine myſelf to conſider the 


.xeaſons, which the caſe-writers have offered for the 
.repeal or explanation of theſe acts. 


The firſt reaſon. given for the repeal of theſe 


acts is © Becauſe they apprehend, that the 
„holy ſacrament of the Lord's Supper, being a 
% matter purely of a religious nature, and being 


« appointed by our bleſſed Saviour, only for the 


„ remembrance of his death, ought not to be ap- 
% plied to the ſecular ends of civil ſocieties; and 


« that 


— 


8 


re 
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cc that the uſe of it to theſe pu hath been the 
e Occaſion of many great profanations, and tends 
a to expoſe the inſtitution of our bleſſed Saviour 
« th contempt.” e oY 8 n 
Before I give a direct anſwer to this, I would 
obſerve that, had the law declared, that every 
perſon, upon his admiſſion into an office, ſhould 
receive the ſacrament in ſome proteſtant or re- 
formed congregation within this kingdom we 
had never heard of this terrible profanation of the 
facrament, in applying it to the ſecular ends of civil 
' ſociety, A” rt | | | 
| My reaſon for ſaying this is, that in the year 
1709, when an act paſſed for the naturalization of 
foreigners, and this clauſe was inſerted, purely out 
of a regard to the diſſenters, vi. That no per- 
„ ſon ſhall be naturaliz'd by virtue of this act, 
<< unleſs the ſaid perſon ſhall have received the 
4 ſacrament of the Lord's Supper in fome protef- 
<< tant or reformed congregation, within'this king- 
«© dom“ This was never complain'd of to this 
day, tho' in this cafe it may with the very ſame 
- reaſon be ſaid, that the ſacrament is required to be 
received as a qualification, and is apply d merely 
to the ends of civil ſocieties, as in the caſe of an 


, 


—_— 1. 
Is not this a plain proof — that theſe men do nat 
really think the receiving the ſacrament, upon any 
perſon's being admitted into an office, or upon his 
obtaining ſome civil right or privilege, to be any 

 Profanation of it, or debaſing it to'civil purpoſes? 
But, as a farther proof of this — one of their 
warmeſt advocates, the author of The Corporation 

and Teft Act, of no Importance to the Church 
England, has inform'd us, what Pains were taken, 
at the time of the Revolution, to introduce the 
very fame proſtitution of the ſacrament into all 
diſſenting congregations, even in the caſe of an 
| office, 


183 
office. The hiſtory of this, as he relates it, is 
«© That a clauſe was offer d by the Houſe of Lords 
<< to provide, that any man ſhould be ſufficiently 
« qualified for any office, or employment, or 
<< place of truſt; who, within a year before or af-- 
ter his admiſſioh, did receive the ſacrament of 
«© the Lord's Supper, either according to the uſage 
of the Church of Exgland, or in any other pro- 
<< teſtant congregation — and could produce a cer- 
<< tificate under the hands of the miniſter and two 
JF „% 

The good man would hardly have recited this, 
if he did not really think — that if the ſacramen 


or in twelve months, after a perſon's being promo- 
ted to an office ? FFP 
Nevertheleſs, tho? this be ſufficient to put theſe 
men to ſilence, and to cover them with ſhame and 
confuſion, as it gives too juſt cauſe of ſuſpicion, 
that their real grievance is, not that the ſdcrament 
is proſtituted or debas'd, but that the diffenters are 
excluded civil offices — Yet I allow, that this is 


not a 8 or direct anſwer to the reaſon here 


given for 


repeal of the ſacraniental teſt. 
+ 0h 133 bg + . oh. It 
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It is faid — © That the ſacrament, being appoin- 
ce ted by our bleſſed Saviour, only for the remem- 
«© brance of his death, ought not te be apply'd to 
« the ſecular ends of civil ſocieties,” But how is 
the ſacrament ſo apply*d ? The law requires, that 
whoever is promoted to a civil office ſhall be a 
member of the eftabliſh'd Church. Now there muſt 
be ſome legal proof of this. And what other can 
this poſſibly be, but, that ſome credible perſons 
teſtify that they ſaw ſuch a perſon conform to every 
rt of the publick worſhip in the Church of Eng- 


and ? | 
Here is a perſon receives the ſacrament once in 
month, he is promoted to an office; and be- 
cauſe the law requires, that he ſhall bring a certifi- 
cate of his being a member of the eſtabliſh'd 
Church, he deſires two credible perſons to teſtify, 
that they ſaw him join in every part of the publick 
worſhip, How is the ſacrament profan'd, or pro- 
ſtituted, or debaſed by this perſon's receiving of it, 
becauſe it is certified that he did receive it? 
If there be perſons, who would never come to 
the communion, had they not been promoted to 
an office ; but yet are really and truly members of 
the Church of Exgland, and zealous for the conti- 
nuance and protection of the religious eſtabliſhment 
1n that Church, which is the caſe of great numbers 
— Or if there be perſons, who come ro the com- 
munion, only upon the account of their being pro- 
moted to an office; and are diſſenters in their hearts, 
and would take a proper opportunity to ſubvert. 
the religious eſtabliſhment in the Church of Eng- 
land, which is the caſe perhaps of all occaſional 
conformiſts — Can this, with the leaſt ſhadow of 
reaſoning, be urg'd as an argument, that the legif- 
lature, if they judge it neceffary, ſhall not pro- 
vide for the ſafety and ſecurity of the religious eſta- 
bliſkment, and by neceſſary conſequence of the ci- 
Fa vil 


10 1 
vil government, by a law iring that none ſhall 
de ee in. oifices of walk and power, bu 
members of the eſtabliſh'd Church? 985 

For God's ſake, what is all this clamour about 
1 and proſtituting the ſacrament? 'The 
aw ſuppoſes, that no man will receive the ſacra- 
ment, without a due regard to the end of its inſtitu- 
tion — That no perſon will dare to receive it ac- 
cording to the uſage in the Church of England, 
who thinks it ſinful to receive it in that manner. 
But, it ſeems, there are perſons, who act contrary 
to this. There are perſons, who proſtitute and 

hane the ſacrament, by their receiving of it. 
hat now is the conſequence of this, that the law 
is, properly and ſtrictly ſpeaking, the occaſion of 
this proſtitution or prophanation of the ſacrament, 
or is juſtly to be 1 with it? 6 
It is, in my apprehenſion, the moſt trifling rea- 
ſoning, that ever was made uſe of; and which, un- 
der the yea pretence of great piety and ſancti- 
ty, utterly ſubverts all civil government, particu- 
larly in this nation, by making it ſinful in the le- 
giſlature to require any religious ſecurity, without 
which go. government, but eſpecially the civil eſta- 
bliſhment in this nation, could poſſibly ſubſiſt. 

The ſecond reaſon, given for the repeal of theſe 
acts, is . Becauſe theſe acts give great numbers 
« of the proteſtant ſubjects of Great Britain reaſon 
to complain of inequality and hard uſage ; 
& ſince they may be oblig'd by his Majeſty, and 
e by the corporations wherein they reſide, to ac- 
* cept of ſeveral offices and places of truſt, under 
arbitrary fines, and therefore to qualify. themſelves 
by receiving the ſacrament according to the uſage 
e of the Church of England; tho many of them 
e ſcruple to receive it according to that uſage z 

« and moſt of them receive it as a qualification, 
< even of thoſe who would otherwiſe receive __ 
25 = mar 


cc 
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« a mark of their communion and felowſkip with 
the eftabliſh'd Church; and becauſe they de- 
«« prive his Majeſty of the aſſiſtance of many, who 
rc are well affected to his perſon and family, and 
« that for mere ſcruples and tenderneſs of conſci- 
<« ence, which can by no means render them ſuſ- 
« pected, much. leſs diſaffected to the peace and 
« welfare of his government. Fs 
The hard uſage here complain'd of, by the be- 
ing compell'd to accept of offices, is what, I think, 
may be redreſs'd, without the repeal of this act, 
71 therefore can be no reaſon for the repeal 
it. | 
As to the inequality occaſion'd by theſe acts 
“ That they deprive his Majeſty of the alliftance 
<« of many, who are well- affected to his perſon and 
« family, and that for mere ſcruples and tender- 
« neſs of conſcience, which can by no means ren- 
der them ſuſpected, much leſs diſaffected to the 
« peace and welfare of his government” — If it be 
true what the author of The Corporation and Teſt 
Acts of no Importance to the Church of England 
tells us — That almoſt all among the - richer ſort 
« of the diſſenters occaſionally conform and quali- 
<«« fy themſelves for offices? — there is little rea- 
ſon for this complaint, and theſe many, whom the 
caſe-writers would perſuade us are prevented from 
giving their aſſiſtance to his Majeſty, muſt dwindle 
into very few. | 3 
But, ſuppoſing it were otherwiſe ; is it ſufficient 
to ſay — That ſuch perſons are not diſaffected to 
his Majeſty's perſon nd, Ove, and there- 
<< fore they are as well qualify d as any others, and 
* as fit to be employ'd in offices of truſt and pow- 
er?“ Does the peace and welfare of the govern- . 
ment 3 Upon nothing elſe, but the rejecting 
a popiſh Pretender? Is not the preſervation of the 
gonſtirution in Church and State abſolutely neceſſa- 
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132] 
ry to the peace and welfare of the government, 
even if the Pretender were out of the caſe? And 
can thoſe, who ſeparate from the Church, who 
are every day reviling her clergy, and her ordi- 
nances, and her conſtitution, be well - affected to 
te JO eſtabliſhment in the Church of Eng- 
and + 
To what purpoſe then is all this repeated a thou- 
ſand times over — of affection to his Majeſty's 
* perſon and government, and not being ſuſpected, 
cc much leſs diſaffectedꝰ — Who accuſes them of 
this? Or why will they not anſwer to the charge 
brought againſt them? Why will they not ſhew, 
that notwithſtanding their diſaffection, pardon me 
to ſay it, notwithſtanding their bittereſt rancour and 
malice againſt the Church of England, and her 
miniſters, and the moſt irreconcilable hatred to 
both — a fample of which we have in Mr, Samuel 
Chandler's Preface to his Hiſtory of Perſecution — 
Let them ſhew, that, notwithſtanding this, they 
are as fit, as proper perſons to be employ'd in of- 
fices of power and truſt (which muſt give them 
frequent opportunities to hurt the Church, and 
greatly encreaſe their numbers) as the members of 
that Church? 5 

And as for that part of their complaint, — That 
ce they are excluded theſe offices, for mere ſcruples 
« and tenderneſs of conſcience” How often 
muſt they be told, that the law does not concern 
itſelf about their ſcruples or tenderneſs of conſcience, 

any farther, than to grant them a toleration ? If 
they were deny'd this, their ſcruples and tenderneſs 
of conſcience might very properly be urg'd. 5 
But, in the name of all common ſenſe, what 
have ſcruples or tenderneſs of conſcience to do in 
* this caſe, or in this queſtion ?— who are the proper 
perſons to be entruſted with the care of the conſti- 
in ain 1 . ., ruyion 
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tutĩon in Church and ſtate? No perſon is promoted 
to any office, becauſe he is of this, or of that re- 
ligion, merely as ſuch. But the true and the only 
reaſon of any perſon's being promoted to an office, 
becauſe he is of the Church of England, is that, 
by his being a member of that Church, he is ob- 
lig d in principle to ſupport and defend it, without 
the ſupport and continuance of which the civil 
government cannot poſſibly ſubſiſ. 

So in the other caſe, the true and only reaſon 
of any perſon's being excluded all civil: offices, 
becauſe he ſeparates from the Church of England, 
is that, by his ſeparation, he is oblig'd in principle 
to endeavour the ſubverſion of that Church; and 
not becauſe he is a diſſenter from that church, con- 
ſider'd merely as being a diſſenter, or of a different 
religion from the eſtabliſh'd religion 

If any man therefore really bas, or pretends 
ſcruples of conſcience, that he cannot conform to 
the eſtabliſh'd worſhip, let him worſhip: God in 
his own way. This is Chriſtian charity. It is 


natural juſtice. But to demand, or pretend a right 


to more than this, is to declare and maintain. That 
the civil government has not a right to defend 


itſelf; — and that her avow'd enemies are the 


proper judges, what laws are neceſſary for her ſe- 


curity. 1 85 | 
It is humanity, it is Chriſtian charity, to provide 
a proper place of confinement for any perſon diſ- 
order'd in his ſenſes. But does this prove, or does 
common prudence, or Chriſtian charity, oblige me 
to take this man into my houſe ? The caſe js exactly 
parallel. ys: | 2 2— 
A third reaſon for the repeal of theſe acts is. 
£ Becaule the edge of theſe laws is directly turn'd, 
„ contrary to the original view of making them, 
<< upon Proteſtants and known friends to the go- 
“ yernment, which was intended only againſt Pa- 
81 1 piſts, 


L241 5 

c piſts, and ſuch evil ſpirits as were diſafſected to 
tc the eſtabliſh'd government; whereby the taking 
6 the, actament, which was enjoin'd, that the ſuc- 
<< cefſion in corporations might be, moſt x 

<<, perpetyated in the hands of perſons wel affdcted 
<« to his majeſty and the eftabliſh'd government, 
* and for the keeping out of Papiſts from places 


* of ttuſt, may ſometimes prove the means of 


<c perpetuating corporations in the hands of perſons 
66 ill affected to his majeſty's perſon and govern- 
% ment, and is made a diſtinguiſhing duty among 
* Proteſtants, to divide and weaken one another. 
Whatever was the original view of making theſe 
laws is, by the confeſſion of their beſt writers, 
nothing to the point in diſpute; any more, than 
what. was the opinion or view of a Diſſenters, 
at the time of the revolution, in aſking no more 
than a toler ation. N N 

If che one ought not to tye up the hands of the 
Diſſenters from aſking more, than what their pro- 
deceſſors aſk'd, or than what, in all probability, 
they thought they had a right to aſk: By the 
very ſame reaſoning, if theſe laws were originally 
made againſt Papiſts only; if thoſe, who made 
them, thought there was no neceſſity of turning 
them againſt Diſſenters, at that particular time, or 
even at any time hereafter ; this neither can, nor 
ought to preclude the legiſlature from turning theſe 
laws againſt the Diſſenters, if they ſhall at any 
time judge, that the ſafety of the government re- 
quires it. | | | 


Conſequently the only queſtion in both caſes is, 
s the thing, deſired by the Diſſenters, right 
* or wrong ?” And therefore all this talk “ of 
<< the original view in making theſe laws, and 
turning them againſt the known friends to the 
* government,“ is weak and idle, and not. one 


word to the purpoſe. 


— 


« Friends 
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. « Friends to the government, and evil ſpirits, 
« and diſaffected, or well - affected,“ are words of 
an indefinite Ggnification. Thoſe perſons, and 
thoſe only, Who are well affected to, that is, are 
members of the eſtabliſh*d Church, can, or 
to be, in the nature of things, to be eſteem d well 
affected, or friends to the eſtabliſh'd government. 

And if Proteſtants will ſeparate from Protaſtants; 
if they will ſet up a different intereſt, an intereſt 
that is utterly inconſiſtent with the Peace: -and wel- 
fare of the civil government; they muſt, and 

ought to be diſtinguiſh'd from other Proteſtants, 
who are friends to the religious, as well as to the 
civil part of the conſtitution, and who cannot be 
friends to either, unleſs they are friends to bh. 
I fay, thoſe Proteſtants, who thus ſeparate them- 
felyes from, and are in a different intereft from 
churchmen, ought as much to be diſtmguiſh'd from 
2 in the caſe before us, as even Papilts them- 
felves 
A fourth reaſon for the repeal of: thats we- is, 
—— <5 Becauſe the Corporation — Teſt Acts can 
« never be neceſſary to keep out Papiſts from 

« places of truft, Sc. ſince may be as effec- 
* tually fecur'd by other methods, — by the 
_ « fame methods, which prevent Papiſts from ſit- 
« ting in either houſe of parliament, the members 
« of which are not obligd, by law, to qualify 
et themſelves for their reſpeiv feats by receiving 
e the facrament. 

If poſitive affertions, without the leaſt proof. 
If repeating the ſame things a thouſand times over, 
without taking the leaft notice of the anſwers, that 
have been given to them: If theſe be the figns of a 
good cauſe :— If this be any proof, that they have 
reafon on their fide: Then indeed it ought” to 


be' acknowledg'd, that theſe men have the beſt 
_ in the world. * 


But 


1 
But if theſe practices are unbecoming, -and un- 
worthy. of ar honeſt man, and a Chriſtian 
If they are a demonſtration of a very bad cauſe 
indeed: If they are never made * of, but in 
ſupport of ſuch a cauſe, a cauſe that will not bear 
the ,] ight, that will not ſuffer the reaſons urg*d 
againſt, it to be fairly Products! : If; theſe things 
are a ſure proof of a bad cauſe, 1 may pronounce, 
that theſe advocates — the Diſſenters have under- 
taken the defence of the weakeſt and the worſt 
+ cauſe that poſſibly can bez as no writers before 
them ever made half that oh as they have done, 
of theſe low and contemptible Practices, den 
the whole courſe of this debate. 

They, with great modeſty, as if they had never 
received a full — to this, aſſert.— That 
«« the Corporation and Teſt Acts can never Pe 

<< neceflary to keep out W from Places %of 
c truſt. | | 

This 1s a point, upon which our | happineſs ſo 
immediately, ſo abſolutely depends, that a viſe 
and a good man, a man who is indeed a friend to 
the Proteſtant cauſe, to his majeſty and his royal 
family. Such a man would be very well af- 
ſur'd, that this alteration, this weakning of the 
bar, to exclude- Papiſts from places of power and 
truſt, Sc. would not be the means to let them into 
thoſe places, before he propoſed this alteration. 

And is there then no reaſon to ſuſpect, or rather 
to be ſatisfied, that if the ſacramental Teſt were 
entirely aboliſh'd, this would be the ſure and cer- 
tain means to let Papiſts into offices of truſt and 
power? Have not theſe writers been told. 
„ That this was All that the Papiſts defir'd and 
«« labour'd for in the reign of James the Second; 
«« that they would have been very well contented, | 
at leaſt for a time, had this been done for them; 
« that there was a pamphlet publiſh'd in that reign, , 

„ calPd, 
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t calld, A Diſcourſe for taking off the Penal Laws 

« and. Teſt Alls about Religion; wherein it was 

c faid,—— What if it were offer*d to his Majeſty, 

c to have all the laws againſt Papiſts and Diffen- 

<« ters totally repeal'd, reſerving only the Teſt 

te upon the two houſes ; if this were done, might 

« we not be ſure, that the Papiſts ſhall never be 

«« in a. capacity to make laws for the extirpation 

« of Proteſtants? | 

Was not this worthy of the notice of theſe men, 

= who pretend poſitively to aſſure us, — — That 

(the Corporation and Teſt Acts can never be 

= < necefary to keep out Papiſts from places of 

ce truſt, Sc. | | 

Can it be thought or ' believ'd, — That if the 

Papiſts would cajole us to put a confidence in them: 

That if the Teſt upon the two houſes were only . 

' << reſerv'd, and the facramental Teſt repeaFd, this 

«© would be ſufficient to keep Papiſts out of of- 

5 fices?”*— That they do not know, that this 

would not be effectual? | — . 25 

And is it not a ſhame, that theſe writers (who 

have been told this over and over in the courſe of 

this controverſy) ſhould paſs: this over in a moſt + 

profound ſilence, and only echo the fame thing 

after the Papifts? Are theſe the men that boaſt 

of their being well · affected to his Majeſty's perſon 

and government? Is it not undeniable, that they 

have no regard what hazards they expoſe their 

country to, what advantages or opportunittes they 

give to Papiſts to get into employments, and ſub- 

vert the preſent eſtabliſhment, if they can but open 

the way. for themſelves to offices and employments ? 

Is this the beſt proof they can give of their ten- 

derneſs of conſcience ? © 

But. to proceed. A fifth reaſon for the repeal of 

theſe laws, is . Becauſe the occaſional receivi 

of the Lord's Supper, as a qualification for a 
C | 
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e place, cannot, in the nature of things; be eſ- 
* teem'd a full and entire approbation of the 
© whole conſtitution and frame of the eſtabliſh'd 
* Church, by thoſe who recaive it ; ſince men may 
be compell'd by their neceſſities, or allur d by 
s ſecular advantages, to do what they would not 
« do, were they left to their own free choice, and 
* to conform to the eſtabliſh'd Church in ſome 
s particulars, tho” they diſlike the religion and ce- 
«© remonies of it in And by conſt e, 
e the ſacramental teſt is no ſecurity to the Church 
% of England; becauſe it may be receiv'd by men, 
« who are not ſo much as Chriſtians, and who 
„ therefore cannot be ſuppoſed to wiſh well to 
«« Chriſtianity itſelf, nor to any national eſtabliſh- 
„ ment of it whatſoever.” 
The argument here is «« That ſuppoſing 
t 1t were true, that none but members of the eſta- 
e bliſh'd Church ought to be admitted into of- 
«« fices, becauſe ſuch alone can wiſh well to the 
« national eſtabliſhment of Chriſtianity in the 
« Church of England; yet as men may be com- 
« pelFd by their neceſſities, or allur'd by ſecular 
% advantages, to do what they would not do, 
„ were they left to their own free choice; and 
«© conſequently the ſacrament may be receiv'd by 
* men, who are not ſo much as Chriſtians, and 
* who therefore cannot be ſuppoſed to wiſh well 
ce to Chriſtianity itſelf, nor to any national eftabliſh- 
* ment of it whatſoever; it is plain from hence, 
+ that the law has not that effect, which was de- 
« ſigned by it, and therefore it can be no ſecurity 
ce to the Church of . England, and ought to be re- 
(0 d. = 
To this it may be anſwer'd —— that, tho* the 
ſacramental teſt has not that effect, as to exclude all 
diſſenters from civil offices; yet, by their own 
confeſſion, it excludes many, and thoſe the moſt 
| - violent, 


11 
violent, and conſequently the moſt dangerous; who 
might find means to get into employments, were 
the ſacramental teſt repeal'd. | : 
This is one good effect of that law, with regard 


to diſſenters. 


Another good effect of it is — that it tends 

to leſſen the number of diſſenters. This 
Iikewiſe their advocates have confeſſed, And this, 
no doubt, is one great cauſe of exclaiming fo 
vehemently againſt it. For, tho' the preſent occa- 
fional conformiſts may always retain the ſame pre- 
judice, which they have imbib'd by education, 


againſt the Church of England ; yet, by bringing 


their families to Church, their ſons may become 
reconciPd to the public worſhip ; which there can 
be no reaſon to doubt of, if men once come to 
compare the ſervice of the Church with that rude 
extemporary prayer practiſed in all diſſenting con- 
; > quo Whereas, were this law to be repeal'd, 
ſe men, who now conform, would return with 
their families to the Meeting, and conſequently the 
numbers of diſſenters be greatly encreaſed. | 
This, it is too evident, is the great and prin- 
5 occaſion of that furious ſpirit, that has ſhewn 
itſelf of late among the diſſenting teachers, to reſolve 
to attempt the repeal of this law. At leaſt, this 
is certain, that if this law be continued, the num- 
bers of diſſenters will greatly decreaſe z; as it is 
rent, and by their own unguarded confeſſion, 
* have 3 this law 4 in force. | 
Not the leaſt reaſon therefore can be drawn 
from thence, for the repeal of this law —— that 
men will evade it, or that they will conform to 


what they cannot entirely approve of. 


And tho? it is poſſible, ——that men, who are 
not ſo much as Chriſtians, may be compelled by 
this law to receive the ſacrament; and it be true, 
that theſe men cannot be ſuppoſed to wiſh well to 

. Ce Chriſtianity 
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cChriſtianity itſelf, as ſuch; yet it does not follow, 
that they do not wiſh well to the national eſtabliſh- 
ment of it in the Church of _ England — ſo far 


from it, that as men may be Chriſtians, and | 
good and pious men, 5 j yet bear the moſt im- 
placable hatred to the Church of England, and 

would do every thing in their power to deſtroy. it 
—— ſo' there are great numbers of men, who, tho 
they are not Chriſtians, or do not in any degree 
live up to the precepts of the goſpel ; yet - theſe 
men may contribute their utmoſt to ſupport the 
national eſtabliſhment of Chriſtianity in the Church 
of England. And it is very ſtrange—that theſe. 
acute reaſoners can argue, That men may be 
« compelled by their neceſſities, or allured by ſe- 
« cular advantages, to do what they would not 
« do, were they left to their free choice.” And, 
that they cannot ſee, that from the very ſame rea- 
ſons of intereſt men may be induced even to 
hazard their. lives for the national Church; tho? 
Deiſts or Atheiſts, or Libertines in principle; becauſe 


they are verily perſuaded, that the peace and wel- $ 


fare of the civil government, and conſequently of 
their own private fortunes or intereſt, abſolutely 


depends upon the ſupport and continuance of the 
national religion. 


Nay farther — as much. a paradox as it may 
ſeem at firſt view, it is moſt certain, that there 
are great numbers of men, who, if they are not 
Deiſts or Atheiſts in principle, are very little dif- 
ferent in practice; and who, notwithſtanding this, 
either out of a fort of inbred bigottry, or an aver-. 
ſion to popery and fanaticiſm, would even ſacrifice 
their lives, rather than either of theſe religions 
ſhould prevail, and become the eſtabliſh'd reli- 
gion 1n this nation. 

A ſixth reaſon for the repeal of theſe laws, is— 

« n the removal of theſe two acts muſt ne- 
| « ceſſarily 
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c ceſſarily contribute to che welfare and encreaſing 
60 — of the Church of England; fince here- 
«© by the great 5 juſt offence, which is given 

<« by the frequent proſtitutions of the holy 2 
<..crament, will be entirely prevented; which nl 
„ greatly tend to reconcile the minds of perſons 
<«< to her communion; and becauſe, when all good 
ce ſubjects are freely permitted to enjoy the com- 
<« mon rights, and privileges of ſubjects, they 
vill be more firmly united amongſt each other; 


„ whereby the eſtabliſh'd Church will receive an 


e additional ſecurity from the affection of all thoſe, 
„ who diſſent - from her. Eſpecially, as no real 
« addition of ſtrength will accrue by the repeal of 
ce theſe acts tothe proteſtant diſſenters ; ſince, ſhould 
« their legal incapacities be removed, the diſpoſal 
t of places would be in the hands of his Majeſty, 
« whoſe affection to the eſtabliſh'd Church it would 
« be highly ungrateful-to queſtion or ſuſpect; and 
«© fince almoſt all the corporations in England are, 
<« at preſent, in the hands of the profeſſed members 


N of the Church of England ; who, it cannot be 


«© imagined, will ever if up the vacancies, _E 
« may happen amongſt them, with any other 
« ſons but choſe, whom they know to be well 


affected to the Church as by law eſtabliſhed.” 


In anſwer to this. As to the great and Juſt 
<«« offence given by the frequent proſtitutions of the 
holy facrament”=—this has, I think, been ſuf- 
ficiently anſwered under the firft bead of com- 
plaint. | 

«© As to the removal of theſe two acts greatly 
<©"tending to reconcile the minds of perſons to the 


„ communion' of the Church of E neland” —it is 


not eaſy to conceive what is meant thy it, Will 
this bring diſſenters to conform, as one of their 
advocates has aſſur d us? 1 believe, whoever reads 
Mr. Samuel Chandler's: Preface' to bis Hiftory of 

Perſecution 


=] 
Perſecution lately publiſh'd, will find little reaſon 


to hope, that the diſſenters will not be as far from 


being reconcil'd to her communion, if theſe 


acts were repeabd, as they are or can be now. And 


the caſe-writers muſt be hard pur to it to farniſh 
out reaſons and ar ts for the of theſe 


gumen 
laws, when they can make uſe of ſuch trifling, in- 


conſiſtent, and incredible arguments as theſe. 


The fame may be juſtly, ſaid of what follows 
— That when all good ſubjects are freely per- 
< mitted to enjoy the common rights and pri- 


«« vileges of ſubjects, they will be more firmly 
* united amongſt each other; and the eftabliſh'd 


« Church receive an additional fecurity from the 


c affection of all thoſe, who diſſent from her.” 

Now here they would falſiy inſinuate (cho by 
mentioning common rights, in the plural number, 
it is plain they would not tie themſelves down to 
aſk no more than this one right) that if this right 
to civil offices were freely permitted to be enjoy d 
by the diſſenters, they do hereby acknowledge, 
that this is all that they aſk or can lay claim 
to. 

This, I am perſuaded, has a many church- 
men, and inclined them to grant the diſſenters this 
privilege. And it is faid-——<<* What miſchief or 
can this be the occaſion of to the Church 
<< or ſtate ? how few of them would it let into 


offices? You provoke them to be your enemies, 


« by continuing them under this badge of ſlavery 
« and diſtinction.“ 

But it is fit and proper theſe 
undeceiv*d. In order to 5 et me only deſite 
them to read Mr. Chandler's Preface to his Hiſtory 
of Perſecution, or what the author of The Corpora- 


1108 and Teft Adds of no Importance to the Church of 


England, has declar'd upon this head. He, good 


ene een PIG that the removal 


« of 


rſons ſhould be 
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« of theſe acts will in the leaſt tend to unite diſ- 
c« {enters more firmly to churchmen, or that the 
« eftabliſh'd Church will receive any additional ſe- 
« - curity from the affeftion of all. thoſe who dif- 
te ſent from her that he aſſures us of the contrary, 
as ſtrong as words can do it. 
I do not ſuppoſe (fays he, and no man can 
doubt his having the deft authority for what he 


does fay) „ that the diſſenters would have it be- 


« liev'd, that all they aim at is the removing of 


4 cc the incapacity for places; ſo long as they la- 


e bour under other real and unmerited hardſhips 
e and legal inconveniencies, which they have a 
<« right, and they ought to attempt to get rid 
<p Pg e 

What follows under this article is ſtil], if poſſible, 
more egregiouſly trifling and prevaricating - No 
« additional ſecurity will accrue by the repeal of 
<< theſe acts to the diſſenters, becauſe the diſpoſal 
« of places will ſtill be in the hands of his Majeſty, 
e whoſe affection to the eſtabliſn'd Church it 
« would be highly ungrateful to queſtion or ſuſ- 
« pect.” The plain ſenſe and meaning of which 
is — ( That it can't be ſuppoſed, that, if theſe 
« acts were repeal'd, his Majeſty, whoſe affection 
« to the eſtabliſh'd Church cannot be ſuſpected, 
„ would diſpoſe of any places to diſſenters, who 
« are open and avow'd enemies to the eſtabliſh'd 


„ Church.” Or in other words, That he would 


diſpoſe of places to any but members of the eftabliſh'd 
Church, who alone muſt have an affection for her. 
And yet in the very ſame paragraph the complaint 
is That the diſſenters do not enjoy the com- 


«« mon rights and privileges of ſubjects.“ 


Is not this admirably conſiſtent ? Or is his Na- 


jeſty's ſacred name brought into this diſpute with 


any deſign of doing real honour to it? 


Beſides, 


. 
Beſides, what a farce, what glaring iſy 
8 this wr If theſe acts are 3 e e 
be Al the diſſenterz f into offices.” If it does not 


put them into offices, is it not the means 


> do ie? . 6 deſire the re if they 
now this, eil they did not fully deſign to 
wks for offices? It. is really a ſhame to ſee men, 
who. value themſelves. for claſe reaſoning, and ar- 
gument, and confillegers offer ſuch fu as 15 
to a legiſlature. 

Of the ſame kind i is what' follows—<+ That, as 
<< almoſt all the ations in England are, at 

« preſent, in the hands of the members of the 
« Church of England, it cannot be imagin'd, they 
ce will ever ſuffer diſſenters to come in. amongſt 
<c them. 

Are not the diſſenters, generally ſpeaking, the 
trading people in ions? Are they 
not the money'd men? Do not theſe things neceſ- 
ſarily create de neies ? Are they not often 
ally'd to members of the Church of England ? 
Muſt not theſe. things contribute to and facilitate 
their getting into the government of all the cor- 
porations in England, whether the members of the 
eſtabliſh'd Church approve of it or not? Or can 
any man doubt, that, were theſe laws repeal'd, 
the diſſenters would not immediately exert their 
whole united ſtrength and intereſt to get into the 
government of all corporations ? 

Can the caſe- writers flatter themſelves to throw 
a miſt and a cloud over all this, by ſuch low 
prevarications as theſe — «+ Can ir be imagin'd, 


% that the members of the Church of England 


« will ever fill the vacancies in corporations 
„ with diflenters? — If - theſe acts are repeal'd, this 
does not put the diſſenters into offices. 
Here it is re „ N ghar ſuppoſing theſe 
acts were repeal'd, the members 0 the 
| Wo 
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of England would as zealouſly as ever oppoſe diſ- 
ſenters coming into corporations. And in the 
ſame article, we are told . That when all good 
c ſubjects are more freely permitted to enjoy the 
6 common rights and — of ſubjects, — 
« will be more firmly united 
cc other.“ | : | i . 
A bleſſed union and harmony this among diſ- 
ſenters and churchmen; the one not to be ſatisfied, 
unleſs they are let into corporations; the other 
as reſolute to keep them out | 
Is not this admirable reaſoning to be laid before 
r 

A ſeventh reaſon for the of theſe acts, is 


— < Becauſe the proteſtant diſſenters apprehend, 


« that the repeal of theſe acts muſt be in a pe- 
C culiar manner grateful to the greater part of 
& the reverend clergy. of the eſtabliſh'd Church; 
* to whom, they aſſure themſelves, it muſt be 
« agreeable, to ſee the ſacrament reſtorid to its 


ic intended uſe, and original dignity ; and to be 


« themſelves freed from the obligations of ad- 
« miniſtring it to the moſt unworthy perſons, un- 
« cer. the {penalty of a tedious. and expenſive: pro- 


What kindneſs is here expreſſed towards the re- 
verend clergy ? who amongſt them can, after this, 
find N his heart to oppoſe theſe men's coming into 
places 

But it unluckily happens, that this pretended. kind · 


4c ſecution.“ 


| nefs, for the reverend clergy, 1s juſt the ſame gri- 


mace, as their pretended zeal for the bleſſed ſacra- 
ment... For I defire to know, what more power 
have the clergy to judge, who are unworthy per- 
ſons,” and to refuſe the facrament to them, in this 
caſe, than in any other? And whether the fame 
proſecutions will not lie againſt them in all caſes 


4 | of refuſing the ſacrament to the moſt unworthy per- 


D ſons, 


laws, is Becauſe the very 


ments, but ſuch as ak bla 
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drs, if ebey eannvt bring legal proof of cher 
being fuch? - 

The clergy - have a power to exhort the moſt 
vnw not to come to. the ſacrament ; 
but 1 never heard of any law that empower'd them 
to refuſe the facramentto ſuch. And whoever con- 
tends for ſuch a diſcretionary power in the clergy, 
he dots not well conſider what confuſion this mull 
be attended with. 

Indeed, if a perſon be excommunicated, or behaves 
himſelf i in a very indecerit manner at the time of 
the receiving the facrament z in either of theſe caſes, 
there can be no doubt, the clergy may and ought 
to refuſe the facrament- to ſuch perſons. 
The eighth reaſon for the repeal of theſe 
ſervice of the eſta- 
11h'd Church, in her ſolemn office for the ad- 


cc 


6 miniſtration of the holy ſacrament of the Lord's 


« Supper, is great! . — and hinder'd by 
cc a 65 — 2 theſe acts. Since the miniſter, 
&« ih giving warning for the celebration of the 
* communion, is oblig'd to forbid blafphemers 
* of God, landerers of his word, aduherers, and 
* other notorious ſinners, to come to the holy 
<« table; and yet is oblig'd by theſe two acts to 
*« adminiſter the facrament to them, when 
„ do come; becauſe the acts, which oblige a 
% perſons, who have places, c. to receive the facra- 
e ment, muſt oblige the miniſters of the Church 
Wt give 5g 

This is fo little different from the foregoing 
reaſon, that it can be thrown in for no other purpoſe, 
but to fill up, and make the caſe appear more 'for- 
midable, 

This carries great decency towards his Majeſty, 
as well as great charity omar their fellow-chrif- 
tians. As if his Majeſty preferred none to employ- 

nn, flanderers, adul- 
terers, 


1 
terers, or other moſt notorious ſinners. Or as if 
all men deſerved to be rank'd under one of theſe 
cus the very moment they accepted of an of- 


But, in ſober dnefs, is it not a ſhame to {ee 
men rail againſt a law, and be able to bring no 
better reaſons for the repeal of it, than by brand. 
ing every man with infamy, who holds any place? 
And is not Chriſtianity greatly honour'd and pro- 
pagated by ſuch vile, uncharitable, and grounc 6 
calumny as this. 

The ninth reaſon for the repeal of theſe acts, is 
* Becauſe no inſtance can be produced amon t 
all the reformed Churches, fn which the 22 
„ crament is ever apply'd to be a diſtinguiſhing 
« teſt of different parties, or to be a qualifica- 
« tion for civil employments and ayes, 3 

This too is no more than what was ſaid before; 3 
only the reformed Churches are brought in, as 
a condemnation of what is done in this nation. | 

There is no law in any other proteſtant country, 
that requires that all, who are promoted to any 
office, ſhall be members of the eftabliſh'd Church; 
and therefore no perſon, who is promoted to an 
office, is requir'dto bring a legal proof, that he is a 
member of eeſtablifh'd Church. What a wonder- 
ful diſcovery is this! 

For n is all the application that is made of 
the facrament in this Church and nation. It is 
only requir'd, that ſuch perſons ſhall bring a cer- 
tificate of their having Prints” the acrament a 

a proof, or by which it may be known, that ey 
are members of the cſtabliſh'd Church. It is 
no more a teſt of different parties, than the diſ- 
ſenters receiving the ſacrament in a different man- 
ner, from that of receiving it in the Church of 


England, s a ceſt of different parties. 5 
D 2 The 
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The laſt reaſon for the repeal of theſe laws, is 

— © Becauſe the diſſenters, from the eſtabliſh'd 
Church of Scotland, are not ſubject to any in- 
capacities for not qualifying themſelves by re 
c ceiving the ſacrament, ' according to the uſage 
© of that Church; but are capable of all the ad- 
« yvantages of the civil government, by taking the 
* oaths, &c. as appointed by law. The proteſtant 
<«« difſenters arches of this wh of his Majeſty's 
« kingdom, humbly hope the ſame Pre 
tc“ from the moderation dr equity of the legiſla 
„ e e thiy have el 
tc coming behind the diſſenters of the eftabliſh'd 
« Church of Scotland, in their affection to his 
« Majeſty and his royal houſe, or in their zeal 
<« for the proteſtant religion and liberties. |  Eſfpeci- 
„ally, as what they humbly petition for they 
«« apprehend to be founded in equity and juſtice, 
« neceſſary to the honour of religion, conducive 
« to the welfare of the nation, trending to the ſe- 
te cy rity of the proteſtant religion' and the eſta. 
80 bliſh'd Church, honourable to his Majeſty, as 
the common father of his le, and what can 
5 prove no injury or hard ip to any one fingle 
“ ſubjett in his Majefty's dominions,” - 

What monſtrous hypocriſy, and diſguiſing of 
the truth, is couch'd under this article? Muſt not 
every man, who reads this, conclude, that the diſ- 
ſenters in Scotland are laid under no manner of 
incapacities whatſoever, merely on account of their 
not being members of the eſtabliſh'd Church? 

It is ſaid here That diſſenters in Scotland are 
«© not ſubject to any incapacities, for not qualify- 
« ing themſelves by receiving the ſacrament, but 
« are capable of all the e of the civil 
« government, by taking the oaths, r.? 
The complaint, under this article, is not con- 
cerning the reaſon of any incapacities, out concern- 
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[ 29 ] 
ing the incapacities- themſelves. . And therefore it 
was incumbent upon the. cafe- writers, if they had 
no deſign of impoſing on their readers, to have ſet 
forth bat incapacities, if there be any ſuch, the 
diflenters in Scotland are ſubject to, that the caſe 
of the diſſenters in both kingdoms might be fair- 
ly and impartially compar'd together. But, as 


they have prudently declin d this, I ſhall do it for 


them. * | For» 

By an a& paſſed in the Scotch parliament, at 
the time of the union, called, An Ad for ſecuring 
the Proteſtant Religion, and Preſbyterian Church Go- 
vernment, it is expreſly ſtatuted and ordained------ 
« That, in all time coming, no profeſſors, prin- 
„ cipals, regents, maſters, or others bearing office, 
4 in any univerſity, college, or ſchool, within this 
& kingdom, be capable, or be admitted, and al- 
% Jow'd to continue in the exerciſc of their ſaid func. 
5 tions, but ſuch as do, or ſhall, before, or at 
s their admiſſion, acknowledge and profeſs, and 


s ſabſcribe to the confeſſion of faith, as the confeſ- 


„ ſion of their faith; and that they will practiſe 

and conform themſelves to the worſhip preſently 
in uſe in this Church, and ſubmit themſelves to 
the government and . diſcipline thereof; and ne- 
ver endeavour, directly or indirectly, the pre- 
* judice or ſubverſion of the ſame; and that be- 
fore the ręſpective preſbyteries of their bounds, 
by whatſoever gift, preſentation, or proviſion, 


«© they may be thereto provided.” 


Theſe are the incapacities, which diſſenters in 
Scotland are ſubject to. Had it not been honeſt in 
the caſe · writers to have recited this law? Or will 
they have the modeſty to ſay, that they were only 


conſidering civil incapacities, ſtrictly fo called; 


and were only ſhewing, that diſſenters in Scotland 
were not deprived of any advantages of the civil 
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But 


[ 30 ] 

But if the incapacities, which the diſſenters in 
Scalland are ſubject to; if the advantages, which 
they are deprived of, are vaſtly more grievous, 
than the . diſſenters are Tubject to in this 
kingdom----If the diſſenters in this nation, at a 
time when they were ſubject to the ſame incapa- 
cities, acknowledg'd and loudly complain'd of this 
with what regard to truth or common decency, 
can the caſe-writers ſay That the proteſtant 


% difſenters of this part of his Majeſty's be | 


% humbly hope for the /ame juſtice, from the mo- 
«« deration and equity of the legiſlature ?*? 
What now is the juſtice, which theſe men hum- 
bly hope may be ſhewn to diſſenters in this nati- 
on? why, the very ſame juſtice, that was extended 
to them by the /chi/m-bill, viz, That they ſhall 
nat be permitted to enjoy the privilege of educating 
their children, at any public * bool in their own 
Principles. 

And lis not this the moſt effectual method to pre- 
vent thoſe, who ſhall be qualified for any public 
employment, from being of a perſuaſion contrary 
to the .receiv*d opinions or practice of the Church 
an Scotland? And is not this an evident proof, 
that it is the opinion of the Church of Scotland, 
that none, who are not members of that Church, 
ought to be preferred to civil offices in that king- 
dom; and that they would put this in practice, if 
it were in their power? 

But is not the incapacity, which diſſenters in 

Scotland are actually laid under, of infinitely greater 
hardſhip, than any incapacity diſſenters are ſubject 
to in this part of Great Britain? Did not they 
themfelves declare as much, when they were ſub- 


ject to it, and before the /chi/m-bill was repeal'd ? 
Is not the incapacity, 2 diſſenters are ſubyect 


o in Scotland, an expreſs and direct perſecution far 


conſcience-ſake, for not conforming to the efta- 


bliſh'd 


_—_— oO s A am — 


-N. 4 | 
bliſh'd Church? Is it not a direct breach and viola- 
tion of a toleration ? Did not the diſſenters eſteem 
it fo, when the ſchiſm-bill was in force againſt 
dem? 2 . Se "IE 


And yet theſe are the men, who have the mo- 
deſty to apply to the legiſlature----< We humbly 
e hope, from your moderation and equity, for 
« the ſame juſtice as is extended to the diſſenters in 
6c Scotland.” oo : | wu 

The caſe- writers tell us farther----<< That their 
« petition is founded in equity and juſtice, neceſ- 
« fary to the honour of religion, conducive- to the 
« welfare of the nation, tending to the ſecurity of 
the proteſtant religion, and the eftabliſh*d Church, 
«* and what can prove no injury or hardſhip to a 
* one ſingle ſubject in his Majefty's dominions.” -- 

All this. will be beß judged” ef, and can only 
be judged of, when theſe men ſhall be pleaſed to 
declare ----- << What thoſe other real, unmerited 
& hardſhips, and legal inconveniencies are, which 
t (their advocate the author of The Corporation 
« and Teſt Ads of no Importance to the Church of 
« England tells us) they will ftill labour under, 
« and which they have a right, and ought, to at- 
« tempt to get rid of, when this incapacity for 
te places is removed.” | 

For if it be true, in their opinion, and in ſtrict 
reaſon and argument, which I acknowledge it is 
----Thar, if this one legal incapacity be removed, 
they will, and may as juſtly make the fame de- 
mand to have every other legal incapacity removed; 
that is----That their religion ſhall, in every reſpect; 
be put upon the Tame foot with the preſent eſta- 
bliſh'd religion, the ſame honours, the fame ad- 
vantages, the ſame privileges annexed to the one, as 
to the other; and that each ſhall be oblig'd to 
maintain their own miniſters, their own Church- 
rates, and all other burthens or expences peculiar 
| ig | to 


— 
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to cach religion If, I ſay, it be true, that they 
may with the ſame reaſon demand all this, as to 
be made capable of places -If they will not t them 
ſelves hy * this, and that it is their fix'd reſolu- 
| tion to demand theſe other privileges, when this 
in diſpute is granted to th if it be true, 
that, if the legiſlature goes one ſtep farther than 
the. point of : conſcience, they cannot juſtly ſtop 
without granting them gvery other privilege en- 
joy d by the Church of England; it being impol- 
_ fible, in the nature of things, to fix any medium 
hat becomes of this . of juſtice and 
* equity, the honour of re religion, the thee of 
<« the nation, the ſecurity of the proteſtant religi- 
< on; and the eſtabliſh'd Church, and no nury 
« or hardſhip to any one ſingle man?? 

Loet me only add this That this whole dif. 
pute would imediately be clear'd up, if the diſ- 
ſenters would plainly and expreſly dec re— What is 
the bole that they think they have a right to demand, 
and without the ſame being granted to they 
will not be /atisfy'd. 

This every reaſonable man muſt - confeſs is what 
they ought to do, before they have the leaſt right 
to demand what they now do. But this I will 
venture to pronounce, is what they will never do, 
it is what they dare not do. 

But I muſt not let this reaſon for the repeal paſs, 

without one obſervation more upon it, It is farther 
faid — “ That what they humbly petition for, 
« will be honourable to his Majefty as the com- 
« mon:father of his people.?“ 

We were told before, under the ſixth article, 
„That, if this legal incapacity were re- 
„ =moved, the diſpoſal of places will be in the 
« hands of his Majeſty, whoſe affection to the 
6 eftabhſh'd Church it would: be highly ungrate- 

«ful to * 9 Ty meaning ot which cp 
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be obly. this. That] if the Diſſenters were made 
capable of 13 yet his Majeſty, as a member of 
the eſtabliſh'd Church, could not, confiſtently with 
lis affection for that Church, diſpoſe of pat to 
any bat fach as are members of that Church. 
Tus, when they would cajole the legiſlature to 
conſent to this repeal :—— . Then, if this legal 
„ incapacity were removed, the diſpoſal of places 
«« will be in the hands of his Majeſty z and it would 
ee be 2 5 ly ungrateful to ſuſpect his affection to 
« the eftablifſh'd Church, that he would — 
of thoſe places to Diſſenters. 

But leſt this ſhould not have the defir'd efect, 
they aſſume another air; and his Majeſty is put in 
nad ders "tia he is the common father Ly his 

people, and it muſt be honourable for him to 
cc & di 


PZ of places equally to all his ſubjects. 
ere eyer the —— Me for A reduced 
to fuch poot ſhifts as theſe? Were ever fuck glaring 
contradictions offer'd - to a houſe of commons? It 
was faid indeed ——<< That "hey did not 
e to _ a nan f - And d de d 
juſtice, cafe plainly ſpeaks lt. 
We are at Jength 3 at the condluſion of 
this notable caſe . That, for theſe - reaſons, 
te the diſſenters have been induced to make their 
« humble application to parliament; reſolving, at 
<< the fame time, always to behave as dutiful ſub- 


423 enger for che future, as ho 
one, as far as. in them i II; 
hes "hor: | 


* and . proſperity of his Majeſty's. 
© and i of the public 

« in Church and State; and by aſſiſting, as far 
das their influence will extend, thoſe, and thoſe 
« only, without r to the di tin guiſhing names 
«c of parties, who ſhall appear to them the fincereſt; 
8 en of civil and religious Were, and the moſt 
3 8 E TC Ye. 80 ſteady 


4 S +« 
* » 


11 | 
« ſteady friends o hee nk. of der king 


45 48 | 
believe, Wes venture to oy —— That never 
— greater inſolence, and more flagrant contra- 
Ther! and inconfiſtency, crouded together in ſo few 
wor 
For pray obſerve—what has been the conſtant 
eondutt of the difſenters hitherto? How have they 
behaved as dutiful ſubjects? Ang. who 8 
the perſons, that they —— conſtan 
far as their intereſt and influence 
Will they deny That they have * 
and unanimouſly exerted their whole intereſt and in- 
fluence in favoùr and aſſiſtance of the whig r der dad 
Have they not all along declar'd, that 
this, as dutiſul ſubjects, as the honour and 7 . 
rity of his Majeſty's government, and the 
vation of the public peace both in Churc and 
State, made it abſolutely neceſſary? 
Nay, do hey: not, in this very caſe before us, 
declare (t That, * this re ity be re · 
*« moved, it may prove the 
60 corporations in the hands TO perſons ill- 4 
to his Majeſty's perſon and government.” Ars 


Ficte 3. 
Can-an man be at a Joſs to know who theſe 
in perſons are that they here t out? 


Pha the perſons are, that they have hitherto con- 
ſtantly 3 as being in 3 inion ill- affected, 
in all the corporations in Engla en 

And what do they declare now That they will 
aſſiſt the ſame men, as they have always hitherto 
done, as far as their intereſt will extend? Na; 
ſo little regard will they have ta their paſt conduct; 
+ Nay, tho. they acknowledge in this 1 W's paper, 
that. they believe the ſame 9 to be il _ 
fo his Majeſty's. perſon and government, as 


always did; yet, in open defiance to all this, ty 


351 
aue not aſhamed to declare—< That they will, 
« for the future, aſſiſt, as far as their intereſt and 
cc influence will extend, thoſe, and thoſe only, 
«« without regard to the diſtinguiſhing names of 
« parties, who ſhall aſſiſt them in the wen of 
4 this incapaci r rights 
Is not this an humble application to parliament ? 
or, to ſpeak plainly, was ever greater inſolence of- 
fer'd to the legiſlature ? To deliver their caſe 
to every member, at the door of their houſe; pre- 
tending indeed, in an humble manner, to ſet forth 
the hardſhips the injury, and the injuſtice that 
they labour under; but, at the ſame time, inſolent] 
to demand and menace: Sir, if you 
« to vote for this tepeal, ' tho” we have always 
«© hitherto aſſiſted you, and men of your principles, 
« as far as our intereſt and influence extended, to 
te be elected members of this houſe; and tho” we 
did this, as dutiful ſubjects, and as we. were 
* firmly perſuaded, that the honour and proſperity 
Wl + hs Majeſty's government, and the 
c tion of the public peace, both in Church arid | 
e ſtare, abſoturely d it; yet, if. you ſhall 
% now refuſe us this favour, you muſt: no 
« farther __ N but that, on the con- 
trary, we will oppoſe your coming into this 
« houſe, in any future parliament or election, as 
far as our intereſt and influence will extend. 
Or otherwiſe, addreſſing themſelves to another 
ſet of men: « Sir, if you vote for the re · 
% moval of this incapacity for places, tho we have 
* F oppoſed men of your principles coming 
"00 fat 10 ork tho“ we 1 did, and do 
7 (ole) n your whole ons 
1 ill. affected his Majeſty's pen — +, won 
„ ment, and -determin'd enemies to all civil and 
- 66 religiohs liberty 3 yet, if you will do this for us, 
e depend upon our afſſtanee for the fu- 
5 Fm 
E 2 N rare, 


3 [35]. 
7 . ture, as far as our intereſt and influence will en 
tend a being determin d, in all future 2 
40 hene ud w the. di ing names of 
arties 3 or who are well, or ill- affected ta his 
ajeſty's: perſon and government; or what will 
8c — effectually contribute to the. preſervation of 
_ «<, the publick peace in Church or State; but to 
<« aſſiſt thoſe, and thoſe W un who jo, ul ſhew 
«« themſelves, in this one ſingle r ge 
<< ing the Corporation and ty Act. as 
% they have reference to all ue 
«+ the ſineereſt lovers of civil. and Fre 
66 19 0 
I this be nee the. — l 
n 3 1 
re any man to tell me, what is be be SY th & 
wha theſe men would. have the * 
J. 14. 
T heir good friend the clapymes. | in bs WAYS 
trextiſe; call'd, The Corporation and 20 Atts of no 
Tmportanceta the Church of England, wt 4 E 
and angry, that lb be >. «6 | 
4 ſenters-efideavour'd ſome time ago to carry this 
66 „ menacing. 
pon. chis, ſays. che good man menacing ? Is 
an application for aſſiſtance, menacing.? Is it any 
threat to ask advice, and quietly ſubmit to a de- 
nial? Is this menacing? But ſome, it ſeems, met 
ſome-where together 3 3 and declar'd, that they would 
not vote far ſuch members as were againſt the re- 
And what if they did, even with warmth, 
— themſelves ? — many were they that did 
Py ? Were they an hundred? Were tor ih, Were 
they toenty that did it? A mighty formidable 
ſtrength Her ap that menaced? And muſt. the 
2vbole: body ſuffer. for the zeal of theſe ew; Muſt | 
many hundred thouſand men be puniſh'd. for the | 
Perhaps indiſcretion of twenty ? What excellent | 
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arguing is this, from r a few gens 
tlemen, to condemn the whole? 


even in the au 


"the applica- 


by upon him, and him alone, to ſhew That 
ey aſked advice, and aſſiftance, ard | fub- 


we: to to a denial? That they did this without * 


any. menacing P” Efpecially, when he will not affirm, 
that this was the zeal, the perhaps indiſcretion of 


an hundred, or Hifiy, ol or twenty ; but, that it was 


che act of the whole bod mw 

But tho' this inconſiderate zeal; this too plain 
indiſcretion, be not to be juſtifyd I am far from 
deſiring, that they ſhould be puniſbed. 

I would rather hope, they were led on by a few 
furious and angry ſpirits that they ſee, and will 
acknowledge, that the perſons, they menaced, are 
thoſe, and t oe ane, who always did, and always 
will, ſtand in the gap to ſave them, from real 
puniſhment, from real hardſhips, and from real 
perſecution And, that they, and they alone, 
are the only ſincere lovers of civil and religious 
liberty, the moſt ſteady friends to. the true intereſts 
of their king and coun 

I would hope—That this friend of theirs will 
publiſh an apolq for them — That he will declare, 
that this I paragraph. n their caſe, -this indecent 
menacing, was adviſed,” drawn up, and. inſerted, 
contrary to the ſenſe and defire'of their beſt friends, 
and * all the an. and prullent men among 


themſel ves. 


Such an apology as this, which, I cannot think 
ſo ill of them, as not to be perſuaded is the 
truth, cannot fail to reconcile them to, and to eſ- 
tabliſ a firm and laſting union between them ant 
their old friends; which will not only be the great. 


eſt 


\ 


Now. Noving this reaſoning a ics doe ect | 

ar's own. conceit 3 Will not the 
world e that he ſhould | 
tion of his friends to parliament? Is it not incum- 
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elt diſappointment to thoſe men, upon whoſe aſi. 


tance they in vain relied ; and among whom they 
have not, by their late appli 
one ſingle man their but will, at the ſame 
time, let the open and avowed enemies of their 


king and country ſee—— That no diſappointment of 
kind, Kage A of any ſy privieges, whilſt their 
toleration remains inviolate, ſhall be any reaſon or 
E to make them act Gui than they 


ve always hitherto done; which alone can ſecure 


_ themſelves, and bs the COMP * 


of the nation. 
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A ViNnDICATION of the TESTH Ac; or, the 
Right of Proteſtant Diſſenters to be admitted into all 
Civil Offices ; fully and impartialiry conſidered. By a 
Member of the Houſe of Commons 


and Teſt-Acts, demonſtrated ; in Anſwer to a late 


Pa itled, The Re 7 i be 
Reel v entitled, ” et . 
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